
MARRIAGE AND CIVIL PARTNERSHIP (SCOTLAND) BILL 

ANONYMOUS SUBMISSION 

How would you characterise your views on the Bill in general? 

In opposition 

The gay community has not called for this legislation and as they already have all the 
legal rights of marriage in civil partnerships it is unnecessary. Redefining  marriage 
as proposed will undermine the stability of the family which is the cornerstone of any 
organised society. Traditional marriage where a family has both mother and father in 
a stable relationship has been shown by research to be the best environment for 
raising children. Instead of pursuing this unnecessary legislatyion it would be more 
helpful to spend resources on supporting families to provide that stable environment. 

How would you characterise your views on the introduction of same sex 
marriage, so that same sex couples can marry each other? 

In opposition 

Since it has been lawful for a very long time for same sex couples to cohabit without 
restriction or without any expressed desire for marriage by them one can only draw 
the conclusion that this is a political football being used by anti religious bodies to 
remove any influence of religion from public life.   It seems that Christianity in 
particular is coming under pressure from these secular and atheistic bodies who are 
very quick to bring legal challenges using human rights and equality legislation as a 
lever. This is not an outcome which in any way will promote equality. People of all 
religions /faith groups are members of the public and have a legitimate right to be 
represented within all aspects of public life and to have their views and lifestyle 
openly respected and not sidelined or misrepresented as it is at the moment. Legal 
provision should be made  to prevent people of all faiths from losing their jobs 
because of their beliefs and employers both in the public and private sectors should 
be legally bound to make provision for them to opt out of   situation which go against 
their religious beliefs and conscience. Speaking as a nurse where it has long  been 
the case that you could refuse, without recriminations, to assist in abortions there is 
always someone who can fill in without seriius disruption of services. 

How would you characterise your views on putting belief celebrants on the 
same footing as religious celebrants? 

In opposition 

Isn't it ironic that they wish to ape the religious ceremonies they so despise? 

How would you characterise your views on the arrangements for authorising 
celebrants to solemnise opposite sex and same sex marriage (including the 
opt-in procedures)? 

 



How would you characterise your views on civil partnerships changing to 
marriages?  

In opposition 

How would you characterise your views on allowing civil marriage ceremonies 
to take place anywhere, other than religious premises, agreed between the 
couple and registrar? 

In opposition 

Having taken note of what has been happening in England I oppose this as in spite 
of so called strong legal protection there is already a legal challenge by a same sex 
couple to the Church of England to try and force them to perform same sex 
marriages. The law hasn't even come into force yet! Even if the law is upheld in the 
UK this will inevitably end up in the European Court of Human Rights where our laws 
can be overturned. There is no sure way of protecting the rights of religious bodies to 
opt out of same sex marriages so the only way is not to introduce the law in the first 
place. Same sex couples will gain nothing by these ceremonies that they do not 
already have. Those who are aggresively forcing this legislation through will 
obviously stop at nothing to achieve their goals and have no real interest in true 
equality and respecting the rights of all. 

How would you characterise your views on allowing the religious and belief 
registration of civil partnerships? 

In opposition 

See previous argumants 

How would you characterise your views on allowing transgender persons to 
stay married when obtaining a full Gender Recognition Certificate, which 
provides legal recognition in the acquired gender? 

 

Would you like to comment on the wider issue of protections for those in 
society who may have concerns about same sex marriage? 

There have been many cases where people have lost their jobs because of their 
beliefs and unwillingness to participate in activites related to same sex issues. This is 
a violation of their human rights. People should not be disadvantaged in life because 
of what they believe. People have also been discriminated against and arrested 
because they have voiced their opinions on the whole issue of homosexuality at 
work or in public and even their persobnal e-mails to friends have been used against 
them. This is not creating equality in society. It is creating oppression and destroying 
freedom of speech which is a fundamental principle on which any civilised 
democratic society is founded.  I have no faith in the Westminster government as 
they have consistently lied to the public on the issue of same sex marriage. They 
said after civil partnerships were introduced that they would never legalise same sex 
marriage, They said politicians would have a free vote on the issue but still used the 
whip to bring dissenters into line. They have targeted companies telling them to sack 



employees who refuse to assist same sex marriages. They changed the time of the 
vote to disadvantage opposition and the equality commitee who scrutinised the 
legislation was unequally weighted with an over representation of pro same sex 
marriage supporters. This hardly gives us , the public, any confidence in the integrity 
og governemnt. I would like to thin k that in Scotland we have a nore balanced 
approach but can only wait and see. 

Would you like to comment on the wider issue of freedom of speech? 

Everyone is entitled to hold their personal views on same sex relationships and 
should be free to speak in open debate. I do not think that teachers should be forced 
to teach about same sex marriage if it is against their beliefs and preachers, 
chaplains and counsellors should be able to represent their views publicly and be 
able to give counsel to those who seek advice on sexual matters  where they request 
such help. There should be protection from complaints from people who have misled 
them   by agreeing to accept counsel then reporting them afterwards. People may 
not always agree with their counsellor but they do not have to accept it anyway. 

Would you like to comment on any other wider issues in relation to the Bill that 
are not mentioned above? 

Parents should be able to withdraw their chidren from lessons on sexual issues 
especially where same sex relationships are concerned. They should be given timely  
warning by the school that these will be taking place so other arrangements can be 
made.  I think children are taught about specific sexual issues far too early. They 
should be allowed to get on with their basic education and enjoy their chidhood 
without the pressure of issues beyond their ability to understand. Questions can be 
dealt with by the parrents at home as they know their child best and what they are 
mature enough to handle. One size does not fill all!  Finally, can I remind one and all 
that every species on the planet mates male/female and the huiman body is 
designed for heterosexual relationships not same sex ones. Whether you believe in 
a Creator God or one of the many theories of evolution these are biological realities 
and should be remembered when considering how we handle these issues. 

Are you responding as... 

a private individual 
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